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Tachyon dark energy m odels: dynam ics and constraints
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W e explore the dynam icsofdark energy m odels based on a D irac{Born{Infeld (D BI)tachyonic

action,studying a range ofpotentials. W e num erically investigate the existence of tracking be-

haviour and determ ine the present-day value ofthe equation ofstate param eter and its running,

which are com pared with observationalbounds. W e �nd that tachyon m odels have quite sim ilar

phenom enology to canonicalquintessence m odels. W hile som e potentials can be selected am ongst

m any possibilitiesand �ne-tuned to giveviablescenarios,thereisnoapparentadvantagein choosing

a D BIscalar�eld instead ofa K lein{G ordon one.

PACS num bers:98.80.Cq

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

M ost dark energy m odelling using scalar �elds has
followed the quintessence paradigm of a slowly-rolling
canonicalscalar�eld. However,there hasbeen increas-
ing interest in loosening the assum ption ofa canonical
kineticterm .In itsm ostgeneralform ,thisideaisknown
ask-essence [1]. A m ore speci�c choice is the ‘tachyon’
[2],which can be viewed as a specialcase ofk-essence
m odels with Dirac{Born{Infeld (DBI) action [3]. This
kind ofscalar�eld is m otivated by string theory asthe
negative-m assm odeoftheopen stringperturbativespec-
trum ,though itsusein thedark energy sectorisprim ar-
ily phenom enological. O ne goalofsuch studiesisto in-
vestigate whetherthere areany distinctive signaturesof
non-canonicalactionsavailableto beprobed by observa-
tions.Fora recentcom prehensivereview ofdark energy
dynam icsseeRef.[4].
Tachyon dark energy has been explored by m any au-

thors,for exam ple Refs.[5,6,7, 8, 9,10].1 Two pa-
persareparticularly closely related to the presentwork.
Baglaetal.[7]focussed on twospeci�cchoicesoftachyon
potential,and carried outnum ericalanalysisofthe cos-
m ologicalevolution in order to constrain them against
supernova data and the growth rate oflarge-scalestruc-
ture. Copeland et al.[9]studied a wider range ofpo-
tentials,concentratingm ainly on analyticalinspection of
attractorbehaviourand thecriticalpointstructurewith-
outm aking com parison to speci�c observations. In this
paper,we aim to m erge som e ofthe positive featuresof
each analysis,by studying a widerangeofpotentialsand
testing them directly againstcurrentobservationalcon-
straintsasgiven in Ref.[13].
Them echanism ofslow rolling isthekey ingredientin

orderto getan accelerating evolution driven by a scalar
�eld. Since the DBI action can be expanded to m atch
the K lein{G ordon one in this regim e,one does not ex-
pect to �nd radically di�erent features from the tradi-

1 H ere we do not consider the tachyon either as a dark m atter

candidate [11,12]oras the in
aton �eld.

tionalquintessencem odels.However,we pointoutthat,
as com pared to canonicalquintessence,tachyon m odels
requirem ore�ne-tuningtoagreewith observations.This
is consistent with the properties ofthe slow-rollcorre-
spondence between the tachyon and an ordinary scalar
[14,15].

II. TA C H Y O N D A R K EN ER G Y M O D ELS

A . Equations ofm otion

W e assum e a four-dim ensional, spatially-
at
Friedm ann{Robertson{W alker (FRW ) Universe �lled
by dust m atter (subscript ‘m ’), radiation (‘r’) and a
m inim ally-coupled hom ogeneous DBI tachyon T with
potentialV (T)and dim ension E �1 .Fora perfect
uid n
with energy density �n and pressure pn,the barotropic
index is wn � pn=�n. Each 
uid com ponent satis�es a
continuity equation

_�n + 3H �n(1+ wn)= 0; (1)

with wm = 0and wr = 1=3.Here,adotisderivation with
respectto synchronoustim e and H � _a=a isthe Hubble
param eterde�ned in term softhescalefactora(t).In the
following a subscript 0 willdenote quantities evaluated
today (att0),when a(t0)= a0 = 1.De�ning the critical
density today as �c0 � 3H2

0=(8�G ) and assum ing that
gravity obeysan Einstein{Hilbertaction,theFriedm ann
equation reads

H
2 = %m + %r+ %T ; (2)

%m = 
m ;0a
�3

; (3)

%r = 
r;0a
�4

; (4)

%T =
U (T)

p

1� _T 2

; (5)

where%n � �n=�c0,U � V=�c0,and the tim e coordinate
hasbeen rescaled ast! t=H 0 so thatH = 1 today.The
tachyon isdim ensionlessin theseunits.Notethatthe%n
are the densities norm alized to the present value ofthe
criticaldensity,and arenotthedensity param eters.The

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0606003v1


2

presentdensity param etershave values
m ;0 � 0:24 [16]
and 
r;0 � 8� 10�5 .2

The tachyon equation ofm otion is

�T

1� _T 2
+ 3H _T +

U;T

U
= 0; (6)

where U;T � dU=dT. Since pT = � V

p

1� _T 2, the
barotropicindex forthetachyon is

wT = _T 2 � 1; (7)

which can vary only between � 1 and 0 in orderforthe
action to be wellde�ned. W hen the scalar �eld slowly
rollsdown itspotential,j_Tj� 1,itbehaveslikean e�ec-
tive cosm ologicalconstant,wT � � 1. From now on we
drop the subscript‘T’on wT .
Sincethecosm ologicalevolution spansm any ordersof

m agnitude in synchronoustim e,fornum ericalwork itis
convenient to switch to the num ber ofe-foldings N �

lna=a0 = lna asthe evolution param eter,so that

%m = 
m ;0e
�3N

; %r = 
r;0e
�4N

: (8)

Derivativeswith respectto N willbedenoted by prim es,
so that _Q = H Q 0 and �Q = H 2(Q 00� �Q0)forany quan-
tity Q ,where � � �_H =H 2 = � (H2)0=(2H 2). W ith the
com pactnotation x � H2,% � %m + %r,the Friedm ann
equation becom es

x = %+
U

p
1� xT02

: (9)

The equation ofm otion forthe tachyon is

x(T 00� �T0)

1� xT02
+ 3xT 0+

U;T

U
= 0; (10)

where

� = �
x0

2x
; x

0= � 3%m � 4%r�
3xU T 02

p
1� xT02

: (11)

From Eq.(10)one �nds

T
00= �

1

x

�
x0T 0

2
+ (1� xT

02)

�

3xT 0+
U;T

U

��

: (12)

M apping between the num berofe-foldingsand the red-
shift z � a0=a � 1, we note that at nucleosynthesis
N B B N � � 20 (z � 109), at m atter{radiation equality
N eq � � 8 (z � 3200),and atrecom bination Nrec � � 7
(z � 1100).
As regards the initial conditions at early tim es for

the dynam icalequations,we can consider two qualita-
tive cases.In the �rstone,the scalar�eld startsrolling

2 A sinputin ournum ericalcode we have chosen 
 m ;0 = 0:25.A ll

resultsare una�ected by sm allchanges in the m atter density.

down very slowly,xT 02 � 1. The Friedm ann equation
becom es linear in x and,during radiation dom ination,
% � U and x � %. In such a picture of the events,
the initialcondition is a radiation-dom inated Universe
in which a dynam icalcosm ologicalconstantisnegligible.
Later on,%T increases relative to %r,eventually dom i-
nating atlow redshift,whilew staysnegativeand varies,
perhapsnon-m onotonically,from around � 1 to w0 < 0.
The param eters ofthe m odeland the shape ofthe po-
tentialcan be adjusted so thatthe actualvalue ofw0 is
com patiblewith supernov� data.
In thesecond casexT 02 <

� 1,thatis,T 0islargeenough
to com pensate,but not override,x � 1. The tachyon
startsfrom a dustregim eand endsup again with a suit-
able negative w0. Thisisprecisely the situation studied
num erically in Ref.[9]forU / T �1 .
Below,we shallfocus m ainly on the �rstcase,which

encodesallthe relevantfeaturesofthe m odels.

B . Tracking and creeping regim es

Q uintessence behaviourtypically fallsinto one oftwo
classes,nam ed astracking and creeping in Refs.[17]and
[18](see also Ref.[19]which refers to the late-tim e be-
haviourin thesescenariosasfreezing and thawing respec-
tively).Thesam ekind ofevolution occursin thetachyon
casetoo.
Tracking behaviouroccurswhen the potentialhasan

attractorasaresponsetoacosm ological
uid,which ren-
ders the �naloutcom e (at �xed 
uid density) indepen-
dent ofthe initialconditions. M any potentials support
trackingbehaviour,which takesplaceprovided theinitial
dark energy density isnottoo low (otherwise the scalar
�eld cannotdom inate by the present). A tracking �eld
slowsdown nearthepresentasitstartstofeelthefriction
induced by itsown dom inanceoftheenergy density,and
hencehasequation ofstatereducing with tim e(w 0< 0).
Notethatan asym ptoticsolution,in which radiation and
m atterarenegligibleand dark energy istheonly com po-
nent,m ay bean attractorbutisnota trackeraccording
to theabovede�nition;tracking behaviourisinduced by
another
uid com ponent.
A creeping �eld isone which sitsstatic atlow energy

density until the density of other m aterials drops low
enough foritto becom edynam icaland startto m oveat
the presentepoch. Creeping dark energy typically does
not m ake predictions independent ofinitialconditions,
butcan becharacterized by theequation ofstateincreas-
ing away from � 1 atthepresentepoch asthe�eld starts
to m ove(w 0> 0).
Potentialswith tracking regim esalso feature creeping

behaviourforlow enough initialdensity,which can lead
to di�erentpredictionsfrom the sam e potential. Creep-
ing behaviour can also be found for m any potentials
which do notsupporttracking.
In ordertoregard thetachyon asam odelofdynam ical

dark energy,it is usefulto param etrize the barotropic
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index asa function ofthe scalefactor:

w = w0 + wa(a� 1); (13)

so thatw = w0 today.Itsvaluecan be found by solving
the Friedm ann equation today for T 0

0 = T 0(0),getting
from Eq.(9)

w0 = (T 0

0)
2 � 1 = �

�
U0

1� %0

� 2

: (14)

From Eq.(10),onehasthat

wa = e
�N

w
0
; (15)

w
0 = 2wT 0

�

3xT 0+
U;T

U

�

: (16)

Then one has w 0 < 0 when either T 0 < 0 and 3xT 0+
U;T =U < 0 (forinverse power-law potentials,U � T�� ,
thelattercondition is3xTT 0� � < 0,truewhen T > 0),
orT 0> 0 and 3xT 0+ U;T =U > 0.
Thetransition between a trackerand a creepercan be

de�ned by im posing an initialcondition forT and T 0 so
that w 0

0 = 0. G enuinely non-tracking m odels are prob-
lem atic asthey do notm ake de�nite predictions,in the
sense that there is strong dependence on initialcondi-
tions. This m akes them rather unattractive,although
by no m eansruling them out. Indeed,itm akessom e of
them m oreviablethan trackersin relation to experim en-
talbounds,asweshallsee.

C . C hoice for the tachyon potential

Asforthetachyon self-interaction,therearea num ber
ofm odelswhich onecan consider,som ebeing m otivated
by nonperturbative string theory and others purely by
phenom enology.W e review the classi�cation ofRef.[9],
to which we referforfurtherdetailsand references. For
each case,pastresultsaresum m arized.In thefollowing,
Uc isa norm alization constant.

1.U = UcT
�� ,� < 0,� / T��2 ! 1 as T ! 0.

Thism odelisa�ected by instabilities[20].

2.U = UcT
�� ,0 < � < 2,� / T��2 ! 0asT ! + 1

[asym ptotically de Sitter(dS)].In orderto getvi-
ablecosm ologies,Uc doesnotneed to be�ne-tuned
sinceitisnota�ected by thesuper-Planckian prob-
lem ofthe inverse quadratic potential. In general
thereisa stablelate-tim eattractor[21].In Ref.[9]
the case � = 1 was considered as a num ericalex-
am ple.

3.U = UcT
�2 ,� = constant. This is the potential

associated to the exactpower-law solution a = tp

[7,21,22].O nehasto �ne-tune U c in orderto get
su�cient acceleration today. A phase-space anal-
ysisin Refs.[9,23]con�rm sthatitis di�cultfor
this m odelto explain dark energy,since the only
late-tim eattractorin thepresenceofm atterorra-
diation has%T =x ! 0.

4.U = UcT
�� ,� > 2,� / T��2 ! 1 asT ! + 1 .

This potential has not been studied num erically
previously,butRef.[21]showed thatithasa dust
attractor.The authorsofRef.[9]also argued that
itbehavesasin m odel7 below.

5.U = Ucexp(1=�T),� > 0,� / exp(� 1=�T)=T2 !
0 asT ! + 1 . Thisgivesan asym ptotic dS solu-
tion with e�ective cosm ologicalconstant given by
Uc. This potential has been considered also for
K lein{G ordon quintessence [17,24],and itshould
havepropertiessim ilarto m odel2 [9].

6.U = Ucexp(�2T 2),� > 0,� / T2 exp(� �2T 2)! 0
as T ! 0. This potentialarises in K K LT setups
form assive scalarm odeson the D -brane [8]. The
�eld oscillatesaround T = 0 with e�ective cosm o-
logicalconstant given by Uc,and can give viable
scenarios[9].

7.U = Ucexp(� �T),� > 0,� / exp(�T) ! 1 as
T ! + 1 . This potentialarises in D {�D system s
ofcoincident branes with a realtachyonic m ode,
and wasstudied in Ref.[7].TheauthorsofRef.[9]
found itto havea stable dustattractoraftera pe-
riod ofacceleration. They suggested the possibil-
ity thatwe areliving during thistransientregim e.
Notethatthispotentialisa large-�eld approxim a-
tion ofU = Uc=cosh(�T)[25].

8.U = Ucexp(� �2T 2),� > 0,� / T2 exp(�2T 2)!
1 asT ! + 1 . In Ref.[9]itwasargued thatits
predictionsaresim ilarto m odel7.

These potentials o�er a rather com prehensive range of
generic behaviours:one reachesa cosm ologicalconstant
regim eatin�nitetim e[U / exp(T �1 )],oneat�nitetim e
(U / expT 2), while in other situations the potential
asym ptotically vanishes.
The structure ofanalytic asym ptotic solutions ofthe

equationsofm otion forinverse power-law and exponen-
tialpotentialsispresented in the Appendix.

III. N U M ER IC A L A N A LY SIS

The equations of m otion are integrated forward in
tim efrom beforem atter{radiation equality (N i� � 10).3

Having �xed the initialvaluesTi and T 0

i,ournum erical

3 A lthough the problem is de�ned by boundary conditions at the

present tim e, we do not attem pt to integrate backwards from

them (for instance by choosing T0 freely while T 0

0
isconstrained

by the Friedm ann equation at N = 0). Thisis because in m any

cases we are dealing with situations having strong attractors,

which becom erepellorsin backwardsintegration leading to rapid

growth ofnum ericalinstabilities.Instead,we integrate forwards

using a shooting m ethod to adjusttheinitialconditionsto obtain

the rightpresent properties.
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FIG .1: Presentvalue ofthe barotropic index w fortachyon

trackingsolutions(squares)and forcreepingsolutionsforTi=

1 (circles) with inverse power-law potentials U / T
� �. For

com parison the result for tracking canonicalquintessence is

also shown (triangles).

code adjusts the norm alization ofthe potentialto yield
the solutions which satisfy the boundary conditions to-
day (x0 = 1,m atterand radiation energy densitiesequal
to 
m ;0 and 
r;0,respectively).In caseswherea tracker
behaviourispresent,onewould expectthepresentvalues
oftheseto be independentfrom the initialconditionsto
a good approxim ation.
W e choose T 0

i = 0 as initialcondition; an arbitrary
non-vanishing valuecould typically only havearisen ifat
very early tim es the tachyon had an unacceptably high
velocity. The initialphase ofapproach to a tracker is
arti�cial,asthe realcosm ologicalinitialconditionswere
presum ably laid down atan earlierepoch than those of
our code. Anyway,it willbe su�cient to capture the
m ain featuresofthesem odels,although onem ightdevise
som e physicalsituations which do predict U � % and
0 < T 0� 1 asinitialconditions.
In the following we inspect case by case the m odels

listed in Sec.IIC.Sincecase1 isunstable,westartwith
inversepower-law potentials.

A . U = UcT
� �

These potentials lead asym ptotically to dS for � < 2
and to a dust attractor for � � 2. The �rst case is
them ostviableforobviousreasons,and wehaveveri�ed
thatforTi< 0:1and T 0

i = 0thenum ericalsolutionswith
� < 2 lie on the asym ptotically dS attractor,while for
� � 2 and thesam einitialconditionsitisnotpossibleto
achieve a cosm ology com patible with observations (i.e.,
x0 = 1).ForTi>� 0:1,onegoesfurtherand furtheraway
from the attractorand enters a creeping regim e,in the
sensethattheevolution dependson thechoiceforTi.In
Fig.1 the value ofw0 is shown for the trackersolution
and foraparticularcreepingsolution with Ti= 1.In gen-

-10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0

-1.0

-0.8

-0.6

-0.4

-0.2

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

 

 

N

FIG .2: Evolution ofthe density param eters and equation

ofstate asa function ofN forthe inverse power-law tachyon

m odelwith � = 1=3. Solid line: %m =x; dashed line: %r=x;

dotted line:%T =x.Thedot-dashed lineisthebarotropicindex

w.

eral,creepersm im icacosm ologicalconstantm oreclosely
than trackers,and in particularonly a creeping solution
isavailable for� � 2. Forcom parison we also show the
equation of state from tracking canonicalquintessence
m odels,4 which for the sam e � is alwaysm ore negative
than thatofthe tracking tachyons.
These results can be understood by recalling that in

the slow-rollapproxim ation there isa m apping between
the DBIscalarand the K lein{G ordon one [14,15]. The

tachyonenergydensityis%T = U (T)=
p

1� _T 2 � U (T)+
U (T)_T 2=2,and aftera�eld rede�nition � �

Rp
U (T)dT

oneobtainsa canonicalaction fora scalar� with poten-
tialW (�)� U [T(�)].ForU (T)� T�� ,one has

W (�)� �
� ~�

; ~� =
2�

2� �
: (17)

Hence the tachyon trackerfor0 < � < 2 is dualto the
tracking quintessence solution ~� > 0. From Fig.1,one
can see thatany dualpair(�;~�)correspondsto alm ost
the sam e index w0 | seein particularthe pairs(2=3;1)
and (1;2).
The attractor evolution of the 
uid com ponents is

shown in Fig.2 together with w(N ),for the particular
case � = 1=3. The behaviours ofthese quantities for
othervaluesof� areallsim ilar.Notethatthebarotropic
index isw � � 1untilm atterdom ination,increasesup to
w � � 0:8atredshiftz � 102,and then decreasestowards
� 1.Thisisconsistentwith the ‘freezing’behaviourand
itslim itofapplicability asclassi�ed by Ref.[19].

4 Canonical quintessence follows a K lein{G ordon equation �� +

3H _�+ V;� = 0.Thetracking regim eisreached from sm allinitial

values ofthe scalar �eld � (�i � 1 in Planck m ass units).
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FIG .3: Num ericalpoints in the w 0-w
0

0 plane for tracking

solutions(squares)and creeping solutionsforTi= 1 (circles)

with inverse power-law potentials U / T
� �. The value of�

isshown ateach point,while the dotted linesare the 1� and

2� likelihood bounds[13]. The unlabelled points on the left

and right of� = 1 in the tracking curve are � = 0:95 and

� = 1:05,respectively.

Forthe creeping solutions(notshown here)the index
w isvery closeto � 1up to very latetim es,when itstarts
deviating to a softerequation ofstate.
In thisand allotherexam ples,theonsetofdarkenergy

liesin the interval� 1 < N < 0,thatis,forredshiftz <
1:7.Such late dom ination by dark energy isessentialto
preventan excessive suppression ofstructure form ation
growth,see e.g.Ref.[7].
In Fig.3 the points predicted by the sam e m odels in

the w0{w 0

0 plane are shown together with the 1� and
2� likelihood contour bounds ofRef.[13].5 These are
based on the�rst-yearSNLS dataset[26]and SDSS [27],
W M AP3 [16],and 2dF [28,29]experim ents. Note that
there is a m inim um value for w 0

0 around � � 0:99;we
havechecked thatitsclosenessto 1 isan accidentofthe
particular
m ;0 used.
The conclusion isthatthere istracking behaviourfor

� < 2,and ifTi isnottoo large thisoperatesand gives
a well-de�ned prediction forw 0,which ishoweverin dis-
agreem entwith observationsunless� isquitesm all.The
predicted w0 m oves closer to � 1 as the potential
at-
tens,but only once it gets down to about � <

� 0:8 do
we start to see com patibility with the 2�-levelbounds.
This is even 
atter than the equivalent constraint on
quintessence,� <

� 4=3.Hence these m odelsare notvery
pleasantfrom eithera theoreticalorexperim entalpoint
ofview.O nehasto im pose� <

� 1 or�ne-tunetheinitial
conditions.Relaxing eitherassum ption resultsin incom -

5 W e thank Pia M ukherjee forproviding usthe likelihood bounds

for the scale-factor param etrization ofw we use,which are not

quoted in the originalpaper.

patibility with observations.The creeping solution with
Ti = 1 (upper curve) gives an exam ple ofobservation-
ally viablem odelfor� � 3,butatthecostof�ne-tuned
initialconditions.
O ne can also m ake T 0

i big enough thatthe initialw is
close to zero rather than � 1. Then it dips to � 1 and
increases to join the tracker,eventually giving exactly
the sam e evolution as ifone had chosen T 0

i = 0 at the
start. Thisisexactly the sam e sequence ofepochsthat
areseen in quintessencem odels[30];iftheinitialvelocity
issethigh,then the trajectory ‘overshoots’the tracker,
com esto restatlowerpotentialenergy fora while,and
eventually rejoinsthe trackerfrom below.
W ecan com parethenum ericaloutputforT0 with the

asym ptotic solutions derived in the Appendix, speci�-
cally Eq.(A16). W ith C = 0:045,the ratio jT num

0 �

T theor
0 j=T num

0 isalwayslessthan 2% .Asexplained in the
Appendix,the asym ptotic analytic solution relies on a
polynom ialratherthan m onom ialpotential,and in gen-
eraltheywillpredictadi�erentvariationofw.M oreover,
the values ofp from Eq.(A15) are rather sm all,corre-
spondingto� 2:5<� N �

<
� � 0:5,whereN� isthebigbang

event; i.e. the asym ptotic solution which m atches the
presentevolution hasa big bang in thevery recentpast,
and hence can only have becom e a reasonable approxi-
m ation very recently. The solution properly approaches
the attractor only for large positive N ,when the con-
tributions of radiation and dust m atter are negligible.
Nevertheless it appears to give a good estim ate ofw0,
though notw 0

0.

B . U = Uc exp(1=�T)

This m odel has a non-zero vacuum energy Uc as
T ! 1 ,which willbe achieved asym ptotically. It ex-
hibitssom efeaturessim ilarto theinversepower-law po-
tentialwith � < 2,butdoesnotappearto exhibittrack-
ing behaviour. W e have �xed � = 1 and checked that
this does not result in a loss ofgenerality. For Ti >� 2
the solution is very close to de Sitter, w0 � � 1 and
0< w 0

0 < 10�3 ,essentially am ounting to a creeping solu-
tion (T0 � Ti)sitting on the asym ptotic 
atpartofthe
potential.
For sm aller Ti <� 1 the cosm ologicalvalues today de-

pend on theinitialconditionsofthem odel.ForTi= 1we
�nd w 0 � � 0:95,w00 � 0:04and forTi= 0:5,w0 � � 0:77,
w 0

0 � � 0:05.The solution exitsthe 2� contouratabout
Ti = 0:4 (w0 � � 0:70,w00 � � 0:14). O ne m ight ar-
guethatthe initialcondition T 0

i = 0 isinappropriatefor
thism odel,sincethepotentialisvery steep atsm all�eld
values. However,we have veri�ed thatthe slow-rollve-
locity issm allenough to benegligibleanyway atleastfor
Ti� 0:2 (which isbeyond the observableregion).There
isno evidenceoftracker-typebehaviourforTi� 0:2.
Thism odeldoesnotneed �ne-tuningoftheinitialcon-

ditions,asthe �eld can lie anywhere on the 
atpartof
the potential. However one has to �x the value ofU c
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by hand in orderto reproducethe observed dark energy
density,which ofcoursedoesnotresolvethecosm ological
constantproblem .

As in the inverse-power case, we can com pare the
num erical output of w0 with the asym ptotic solution
Eq. (A35), where �0 = 1=T num

0 . W hen �0 � 1
and the approxim ation giving Eq.(A35) breaks down,
jw num

0 � wtheor0 j=jw num
0 j� 0:1,while atlarge T0 one has

jw num
0 � wtheor0 j=jw num

0 j< 10�3 orbetter. W e note that
Eq.(A36)isnegativede�nitewhilew num

0
0
> 0,and there

isdisagreem entbetween the two.

C . U = Uc exp(�
2
T
2
)

Thism odelalsohasanon-zerovacuum energy Uc,this
tim e atT = 0. Fixing � = 1,forTi < 0:1 one hasa de
Sitter behaviour (w0 � � 1,0 < w00 < 10�3 ),while for
increasingTithebarotropicindexgoesawayfrom � 1(for
instance,Ti= 1 givesw0 � � 0:81,w00 � 0:13).

Checking the num ericaloutputofw0 with Eq.(A37),
where �0 = (T num

0 )2 � 1, one can see that jw num
0 �

w theor
0 j=jw num

0 j < 10�4 . Again, Eq.(A38) is negative
de�nite while w num

0
0
> 0.

Note that lower values of � lead even m ore closely
to a cosm ologicalconstantbehaviour,wellinside the 1�
bound.Thism ay berelevantwhen trying to constructa
m odelwhich �tsalsoforin
ation,asoneneeds�2 � 10�8

to getthe correctlevelofanisotropies[8].

D . U = Uc exp(� �T) and U = U c=cosh(�T)

W hen considering the pure exponentialpotentialU =
Ucexp(� �T),choosingadi�erentstartingvalueofT has
no im pacton the evolution becausea rescaling T ! T+
const.sim ply renorm alizesUc,which the program then
adjuststogivethesam epresentstatus(correspondingto
w0 � � 0:93,w00 � 0:10).Therefore we considerdirectly
thehyperboliccosinepotentialofRef.[25],forwhich this
degeneracyisrem oved.For0<� Ti

<
� 0:3,thesolution has

w0
<
� � 0:99and 0 < w00

<
� 10�2 ,whileforlargervaluesof

Ti the present-day barotropic index becom eslarger.W e
notethattheacceleratingphaseofthesesolutionsisonly
a transitory epoch before reaching the dustattractorin
the future,asshown in Fig.4 where the equationshave
been integrated up to positivevaluesofN .

Since one m ust tune,although not too severely,the
initialcondition (or,equivalently,Uc)so asto getviable
acceleration today,this and other m odels leading to a
dust regim e are not very predictive. They are however
capable ofexplaining the observed dark energy proper-
ties.

-10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

 

 

N

FIG .4: Evolution as a function of N of the m odelU =

Uc=cosh(T),in thiscase extending beyond thepresent.Solid

line: %m =x;dashed line: %r=x;dotted line: %T =x. The dot-

dashed and dot-dot-dashed lines are w and w
0
,respectively.

In this exam ple,the initialcondition is Ti = 0:5,for which

w 0 � � 0:98 and w
0

0 � 0:03.

E. U = Uc exp(� �
2
T
2)

Thism odelhasa dustattractorwhosequalitativefea-
turesm atch the previouscase. Itisnotdi�cultto �nd
suitableinitialconditionsm im icking a cosm ologicalcon-
stanttoday.

IV . D ISC U SSIO N

Noneofthem odelswehavediscussed areverysatisfac-
tory. Those which carry reasonable theoreticalm otiva-
tion allend up with a high degreeof�ne-tuning.Either
the potentialnorm alization Uc has to be set to m atch
the observed dark energy density, or the initialcondi-
tions tuned to the creeping regim e, m eaning that the
presentdensity wasalready setin placeduring theearly
Universe. In either case,this tuning am ounts to a re-
statem ent ofthe cosm ologicalconstant problem ,rather
than a resolution. The m odels which avoid �ne-tuning
ofinitialconditions (while stillsubjectto tuning ofthe
norm alization),such as the inverse power-law,are con-
strained by observationsinto param eterregim eswith no
theoreticalm otivation.
Thestringtachyon with DBIaction seem sonly weakly

com petitiveasa dark energy candidate,and anotherfor-
m ulation ofthee�ectivetheory m ighthavem oresuccess-
fulapplications. The tachyonic e�ective action as the
lowest-orderleveltruncation ofcubic string �eld theory
hasbeen studied only very recently and itscosm ological
im pacthasyettobefully assessed [31,32,33,34].An al-
ternativewould betoabandon thepurefour-dim ensional
picture (ideally corresponding to a low-energy single or
coincident brane con�guration in a higher-dim ensional
spacetim e) and consider m ore generalbrane{anti-brane
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setupswhereopen string m odesnaturally live.However,
any m odi�cation to Einstein gravity would be severely
constrained afternucleosynthesis.
Still,theeraofhigh-precision cosm ology opened up by

m icrowavebackground and large-scalestructureobserva-
tionsisallowingustoconstrain in
ationary and dark en-
ergy m odelsin a m oreand m orestringentway,selecting
som e ofthem from a plethora ofpossibilities. Here we
havegiven an exam pleofthe �rststageofsuch a proce-
dure.Thesecond onewillbeto develop and re�nethose
m odelsthatseem particularly prom ising,by em bedding
them in a com prehensive and consistent picture ofthe
cosm ologicalhistory and itsparticletheory content.
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A P P EN D IX A :A SY M P T O T IC SO LU T IO N S

In thisAppendix wederivesom eanalyticalasym ptotic
solutions describing the evolution once the tachyon has
becom ecom pletely dom inant.

1. A sym ptotic solutions for pow er-law potentials

Inversepower-law potentials,introduced in thecontext
ofdark energy in Ref.[35],haveno generalsupportfrom
string theory.However,they can beviewed aslarge-�eld
approxim ations(jTj! + 1 )ofthe exactsolution [36]

a = exp[p(t=t0)
n � p]; (A1)

Un = Uc

p

1+ T 2n=(n�2) T
�4(n�1)=(n�2)

; (A2)

wherewehavenorm alized a so thata0 = 1.W e have

Un � T
�� = T

�4(n�1)=(n�2)
; (A3)

n =
2(2� �)

4� �
; (A4)

for0 < n < 2,or

Un � T
�
 = T

�(3n�4)=(n�2)
; (A5)

n =
2(2� 
)

3� 

: (A6)

foreithern < 0 orn > 2.The solutionswith the poten-
tialEq.(A3) are real,nontrivialand expanding if,and
only if,

N � < 0 and 0 < � < 2 (0 < n < 1); (A7)

or

N � > 0 and � < 0 (1 < n < 2); (A8)

where N � � � p. In the �rstcase,the big bang eventis
at N � and N � < N < + 1 ;in the second case,� 1 <

N < N �. The solutionswith the potentialEq.(A5)are
wellbehaved when N � > 0 and either2 < 
 < 3 (n < 0)
or
 > 3 (n > 2).
The case given by Eq.(A7) is the m ost interesting

since it corresponds to the tracking regim e. Using the
de�nition Eq.(A4)and neglecting m atterand radiation
contributions,onehasthe exactsolution

x =

�
N �

N � � N

� �=(2��)

; (A9)

w = �
x0

3x
� 1= (w0 + 1)

N �

N � � N
� 1; (A10)

w
0 = �

3(2� �)

�
(w + 1)2 ; (A11)

T
02 =

w + 1

x

= (w0 + 1)

�
N �

N � � N

� 2(1��)=(2��)

; (A12)

T =
�

3
p
w0 + 1

�
N � � N

N �

� 1=(2��)

+ C ;(A13)

wherewehaveassum ed T 0> 0 (T > 0),C isan integra-
tion constant,and

w0 + 1= �
�

3(2� �)

1

N �

: (A14)

O necan �nd thevalueofp fortheattractorfrom today’s
valueofthe barotropicindex.Inverting Eq.(A14),

p =
�

3(2� �)(w0 + 1)
: (A15)

Also,

T0 =
�

3
p
w0 + 1

+ C; (A16)

T
0

0 =
p
w0 + 1; (A17)

w
0

0 = �
3(2� �)

�
(w0 + 1)2: (A18)

The classicalstability ofthese solutions was studied in
Refs.[9,21]. At late tim es (i.e.,large T and N ),one
has a de Sitter regim e for 0 < � < 2, � ! 0, or an
asym ptotically dust solution (
 > 2). These solutions
are actually attractors. As regards the latter,we note
that

_T 2 = (w0 + 1)

�
N �

N � � N

�

! 1; (A19)

where we have taken the Carrolllim it[37](the DBIac-
tion then becom es singular) corresponding to tachyon
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condensation into dust.Thisexpression prescribesa reg-
ularization for allthe above form ul�,and suggests the
followingpossibility,considered alsoin Ref.[9].Theonly
way to balance the increasingly sm alldenom inatoristo
im pose thatw0 + 1 � 0;thism ightm ean thatif
 > 2,
the Universe tends to becom e dust dom inated but only
after passing through an accelerating phase. Since the
origin oftim eisarbitrary,such a phaseisnotpositioned
unequivocally and itwillbe determ ined also by the nor-
m alization constantUc ofthe potential.

2. A sym ptotic solutions for exponentialpotentials

In general,a solution for the Friedm ann equation in
term sofT can befound by notingthat,when w � const,
the T dependence ofthe Hubble param eterm ustbe the
sam e asofthe tachyon potential,the square rootin the
denom inatorofEq.(9)(with % = 0)being dim ensionless:
x(T)/ U (T).Alltheexponentialpotentialsweconsider
can be suitably param etrized so that

x = A exp[(�T)�]; (A20)

whereA = exp[� (�T0)�]and wehaveneglected allm at-
ter/radiation contributions. Di�erentiating this equa-
tion with respectto N and using thecontinuity equation
(w 0= 0),one has

3xT 0= � ��
�
T
��1

; (A21)

which can be integrated from N to today:

N = �
3A

���

Z T

T0

dT T
1�� exp[(�T)�]: (A22)

De�ning the variable� � (�T)�,the integralbecom es

N = �
3A

(��)2

Z �

�0

d��
2(1��)=�

e
� (A23)

= �
3A(� 1)2=�

(��)2

�

�

�
2

�
� 1;� �

�

� �

�
2

�
� 1;� �0

��

� F (�;�) (A24)

where� istheincom pletegam m a function.Thecasesof
interestare

F (1;�) = �
3

�2
(e��� 0 � 1); (A25)

F (� 1;�) =
3e�� 0

�2
[�(� 3;� �0)� �(� 3;� �)];

(A26)

F (2;�) =
3e�� 0

(2�)2
[�(0;� �)� �(0;� �0)]: (A27)

The �rstequation im pliesthat

T(N )= T0 +
1

�
ln

�

1�
�2

3
N

�

: (A28)

In orderto �nd T asa function ofN in the othercases,
Eqs.(A26)and (A27)can be expanded around large or
sm all�:for� = � 1,

� � 1: F (� 1;�) �
e�� 0

�2

�
1

�3
�

1

�30

�

;(A29)

� � 1: F (� 1;�) �
3e�� 0

�2

�
e�0

�40
�
e�

�4

�

;

(A30)

while when � = 2,

� � 1 : F (2;�) �
3e�� 0

(2�)2
ln

�
�0

�

�

; (A31)

� � 1 : F (2;�) �
3e�� 0

(2�)2

�
e�0

�0
�
e�

�

�

: (A32)

O necan then num erically invertthe abovetranscenden-
talfunctionsto get�(N )and

w = � 1� �
0(N )=3; (A33)

w
0 = � �

00(N )=3: (A34)

W hen � � 1 (which is the regim e typicalof the dS-
attractorsolutions),onecan show that

w0 = �
2
e
�0

�
�20

3

� 2

� 1; (A35)

w
0

0 = �
4

33
�
4
e
2�0�

7
0 ; (A36)

for� = � 1,while

w0 =

�
2�

3

� 2

e
�0�0 � 1; (A37)

w
0

0 = �
(2�)4

33
e
2�0�0 ; (A38)

for � = 2. Note that w 0 is always very sm allin these
m odels.

3. C om parison w ith num ericalsolutions

Having built the asym ptotic analytic solutions, one
would liketo check whetherthenum ericalbehaviourre-
ally approachessuch solutions at late tim es. In partic-
ular,we want to com pare the num ericalpoints in the
w0{w 0

0 plane in param eterspace,found via

w0 = (T 0

0)
2 � 1; (A39)

w
0

0 = 2w0T
0

0

�

3T 0

0 +
(U;T )0
U0

�

; (A40)

with the corresponding sem i-analytic expressions given
by Eqs. (A16){(A18) for inverse power-law potentials
and by Eqs.(A35){(A38)forexponentialpotentials.The
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m atter content today stillam ounts to 25% ofthe total
energy density and contributesto the cosm ologicalevo-
lution,so we expecta deviation ofthe num ericalresults
relativeto the asym ptotic,puretachyonicsolution.
Thereisanothersourceofdiscrepancy oneshould take

into account,nam ely the approxim ationsim plicitin the
solutions presented in this Appendix. In the inverse
power-law exam ple,whileEqs.(A9){(A13)arevalid fora
polynom ialpotentialasin Eq.(A2),thenum ericalm odel
is actually Eq.(A3),and in generalthe two willgive a
di�erentrunning ofthe barotropic index w 0,Eq.(A40).

In Sec.IIIA we�nd thatw 0

0

num and w 0

0

theor do disagree,
but still there is rem arkable agreem ent between w num

0

and w theor
0 [thelattercom parison isin factdonebetween

T num
0 and T theor

0 (w num
0 )].

In the case ofexponentialpotentials,the asym ptotic
m odelshave w � const:by construction [x(N )/ U (N )]
and theequationsofm otion arem uch sim pli�ed.Again,
w num
0 � wtheor0 togoodapproxim ation(seeSecs.IIIB and

IIIC),while a com parison ofthe running would require
a m orere�ned treatm ent.
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